Dear Jim, 


10/13/83 


As nothings go, Oglesby on Oglesby in the November flayboy is complete nothings 
ness/ It is clear from his own account that neither the Russians nor thePBI reailly 
expected anything of him, trusted him very 3j.ttle, and if there is any possible 
interest of the kind he suggests by either, it was probably to learn what they could 

about his HSCA contacts* 

He 

Hmx is just plain silly about his not ‘book, which could not have had much 

value to either and, if iether had taken just would not have been returned ^t all* 

V/hat the hell could he have had in it that was not in his mind anyway? 

He is vague* general, discloses nothing at all of the content of the records he 

says the FBI gave them and to boot is dishonest about them* There is absolutely no 
doubt at all that if the FBI were going to feed Nosenko documents to him they would 
have given him first what he may have had anyway, what was already disclosed* But by 

his own acco’jnt, the one place where he lowers himself to give any kind of a clue 

at all, this \;as not until much later, after HSCA (page 214, '‘uncensored FBI reports 
on Nosenko from 1964 

The big deal he makes about HSSR excitement over what he provided on Nosenko* s 
treatment (page 212) was by tlien already on coast-to-coast TV and thoroughly in 
the papers* Hairb's televised tdstimony. 

Moreover, it long had been kno\m that MSS3SA Nosekko had been treated badly and 
had considered suing* 

Based on his own account, there is absoiytely nothing he told the FBI tliat was of 
any value at all to it* I think their sole interest, if not also in HSCA leaks, was to 
deteimine if the Russians were going to tiy to use him for anything else, and I find 
nothing improper in that* 

Playboy must have been hard up tp print this kind of junk* Unless soi^one there 
wanted to let it be known that those of the supposed left were will in g to lielp the FBI* 

However, he does refer to envelopes of FBI material, and it lias released nothing 


new on Noseklao, 


